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DETAILED ACTION 

Election/Restrictions 

1 . Applicant's election without traverse of claims 1-34 in the reply filed on 7/10/2007 
is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

2. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

3. Claim 25 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 
for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 
regards as the invention. 

4. Claim 25 recites the limitation "said universal brackets" in the vehicle frame. 
There is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. Claim 25 depends 
on claim 24, which depends upon claim 23, which then depends upon claim 5. The 
universal bracket to which claim 25 refers is not disclosed until claim 7, a claim that has 
no bearing on claim 25. Therefore, in this particular claim dependency, there is no 
antecedent basis to support claim 25's said universal brackets. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

6. Claims are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by Buell 
(4,776,423). Buell discloses a frame for a motorized vehicle comprising a steering neck 
tube 12; a support for the engine block which is formed by a left and right subframes 
extending rearward and longitudinally of said steering neck tube 12 and on respective 
sides of said steering neck tube 12, then extending inward to form a continuous rear 
frame member; each of said left and right subframes having a downtube section that is 
affixed to said steering neck tube and which then extends outward, downward, and 
rearward from said head tube; each of said left and right subframes having a horizontal 
section adjacent to the rearward end of said downtube section, each said horizontal 
section extending rearward and longitudinally; and each of said left and right subframes 
having a tail section adjacent to the rearward end of said horizontal sections, each said 
tail section having a portion extending upward and rearward of said horizontal section. 

7. Claims 1,14,15, and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Yamada et al (4,630,699). Yamada discloses a motorcycle comprising a left 
subframe, a right subframe, a rear frame member, an engine, a transmission 
longitudinally rearward and adjacent to said transmission, a drive shaft 151, and a 
differential 17 disposed between two wheels. This type configuration is a common 
configuration among motorized vehicles and motorcycles. 

8. Claims 1-6, and 14-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Bourget (5,975,230). Bourget discloses a motorcycle comprising a left subframe 20, 
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a right subframe 20, a rear frame member 18, an engine 22, a transmission 24, a fuel 
tank 26, and a seat 28 disposed rearward of said engine 22, wherein a seating surface 
of said seat 28 is disposed below a cam shaft cover of said engine, wherein the frame 
members are made of a plurality of tubes having the same sized cross-sections, and 
wherein the engine 22 is mounted on horizontal tube members of the subframes. 

Claim Rejections • 35 USC § 103 

9. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

10. Claims 7-10, and 18-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bourget in view of Boncela (4,134,364). Bourget discloses the 
present invention except for a universal bracket attached to the tube members of the 
motorcycle's frame structure. Boncela teaches a universal bracket 12 for a wheeled 
vehicle capable of being movably affixed to the frame of said vehicle, said universal 
bracket having two parts 16,18, each part having at least one void 20 the size and 
shape of a fraction of the cross-section of a frame tube of the wheeled vehicle, each 
part also having at least one co-linear hole which allow said parts to be affixed together, 
said universal bracket having at least one mounting hole for mounting accessories to 
said universal bracket. With regard to claims 8 and 9, each void 20 could be construed 
as being one void equivalent to half the size of the cross-section of the frame tube or 
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made up of two voids each the size of one quarter of the cross-section of the frame 
tube. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time 
of the invention to modify the motorized vehicle of Bourget with the teaching of 
Boncela's mounting bracket to provide a simplified means of mounting an accessory to 
a frame tube of a motorized vehicle. 

1 1 . Regarding Boncela's applicability to claims , which claim different specific parts 
being mounted on the frame tubes of a motorized vehicle via the present invention, „ 
Boncela teaches mounting an accessory or part, albeit a dog leash, to a wheeled 
vehicle using a universal bracket, and though Boncela does not specifically disclose 
mounting, for instance, an engine, a seat, or a fuel tank, to a wheeled vehicle using the 
universal bracket, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to have 
applied the teaching of the structure of Boncela's universal bracket to attach any many 
of part or accessory to a frame tube of a motorized vehicle to reduce cost of materials in 
the vehicle. 

12. Claim 23 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bourget 
and Boncela as applied to claims 7-10, and 18-22 above, and further in view of Warne 
(5,284,221). Bourget and Boncela disclose the present invention except for the engine 
being a V-8 engine. Warne teaches a motorcycle having a V-8 engine. Therefore, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
modify the motorcycle of Bourget and Boncela with the teaching of Warne's V-8 engine 
to give the motorcycle a bigger kick. 
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13. Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bourget, 
Boncela, and Warne as applied to claim 23 above, and further in view of Adachi et al 
(6,695,089). Bourget, Boncela, and Warne disclose the present invention except for the 
motorcycle having a radiator. Adachi et al teach mounting a radiator to a motorcycle via 
a bracket. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of the invention to modify the motorcycle of Bourget, Boncela, and Warne with the 
teaching of Adachi et al by attaching a radiator to the motorcycle frame via the universal 
bracket to keep the engine cool. 

14. Claims 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Bourget, Boncela, Warne, and Adachi et al as applied to claim 24 above, and further in 
view of Greene (6,793,031). Bourget, Boncela, Warne, and Adachi et al disclose the 
present invention except for coolant flowing through at least one frame tube for use in a 
radiator system. Greene teaches a motorcycle frame comprising a plurality of tubes 42 
in which hydraulic lines 46 and the like run between different parts of the motorcycle. 
Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the motorcycle assembly of Bourget, Boncela, Warne, and Adachi et 
al with Greene's teaching of putting fluid lines in the frame tubes to reduce the amount 
of exposed hydraulic lines and the like in the motorcycle. 

15. Claim 28 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bourget, 
Boncela, and Warne as applied to claim 23 above, and further in view of Ando et al 
(4,618,019). Bourget, Boncela, and Warne disclose the present invention except for the 
motorcycle having an alternator. Ando et al teaches a motorcycle having an alternator. 
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Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to modify the motorcycle of Bourget, Boncela, and Warne with the teaching of 
Ando et al's alternator to supply the motorcycle with repleneshable energy. 

16. Claims 11 and 13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bourget and Boncela as applied to claims 7-10, and 18-22 above, and further in 
view of Brown et al (6,315,072). Bourget and Boncela disclose the present invention 
except for attaching footpegs or footboards to the motorcycle frame via brackets. 
Brown et al disclose a motorcycle comprising a frame made up of a plurality of tubes 
wherein a pair of footpegs or footboards 77 is attached to said frame through use of a 
mounting bracket 74. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to modify the motorcycle assembly of Bourget and 
Boncela with the teaching of Brown et al by using the universal bracket of Bourget and 
Boncela to attach footpegs or footboards to a motorcycle frame to give the motorcycle's 
rider a comfortable place to rest his or her feet. 

17. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bourget, 
Boncela, and Brown et al as applied to claims 1 1 and 13 above, and further in view of 
Dennert et al (2003/0222425). Bourget, Boncela, and Brown et al disclose the present 
invention except for a brake pedal being attached to the footpeg. Dennert et al teach 
that it is obvious to attach a brake to a footpeg. Therefore, it would have been obvious 
to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the motorcycle 
assembly of Bourget, Boncela, and Brown et al, with the teaching Dennert et al's brake 
attached to a footpeg to make the brake more easily accessible. 
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18. Claims 7-10,18-22, and 30-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bourget in view of Hundley (6,209,687). Bourget discloses the 
present invention except for the motor cycle having a hydraulic brake system with a 
master cylinder wherein the master cylinder, along with other vehicle parts or 
accessories, is attached to the frame of the motorcycle by a universal bracket. Hundley 
teaches a motorcycle comprising a hydraulic brake system having a master cylinder 12, 
wherein the master cylinder is attached to a frame tube member of the motorcycle via a 
universal bracket 16, said bracket comprising two parts 16A.16B, each part having at 
least one void the size and shape of a fraction of the cross-section of a frame tube of 
the motorcycle, each part also having at least one co-linear hole 16AA.16BA which 
allow said parts to be affixed together, said universal bracket 16 having at least one 
mounting hole for mounting accessories to said universal bracket. With regard to claim 
31 , though Hundley does not disclose the master cylinder as having the same cross- 
sectional area as that of a frame tube, the size of the cross-section of a part of the 
invention is a mere matter of design choice and thus does not merit any patentable 
weight towards the novelty of the invention. Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to modify the motorcycle frame 
of Bourget with the teaching of Hundley's master cylinder and universal bracket system 
to more easily attach a master cylinder, or other parts such as an engine, to a 
motorcycle and do so in a more cost efficient and customizable manner. 

19. Claims 33 and 34 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Bourget and Hundley as applied to claims 7-10,18-22, and 30-32 above, and 
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further in view of Greene (6,793,031). Bourget and Hundley disclose the present 
invention except for brake fluid flowing through at least one frame tube for use in a 
hydraulic brake system. Greene teaches a motorcycle frame comprising a plurality of 
tubes 42 in which hydraulic lines 46 and the like run between different parts of the 
motorcycle. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to modify the motorcycle assembly of Bourget and Hundley 
with Greene's teaching of putting hydraulic lines in the frame tubes to reduce the 
amount of exposed hydraulic lines and the like in the motorcycle. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

20. Claim 29 is objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, but 
would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of the 
base claim and any intervening claims. 

Conclusion 

21 . The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Timothy D. Wilhelm whose telephone number is 571- 
272-6980. The examiner can normally be reached on 9:00 AM to 5:30 PM Monday 
through Friday. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Paul Dickson can be reached on 571-272-6669. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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